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To request a Time Extension (TE) or Alternative Diversion Requirement (ADR), please compiete and sign this form and
retum it to your Olffice of Local Assistance (OLA) representative at the address below, along with any additional
information requested by OLA staff. When alf documentation has been recsived, your OLA reprasantative will work with
you to prepare for your appearance before the Board. If you have any questions about this process, please call (916)
255-2555 to be connected 10 your OLA representative. T e

Mail completed documents to:

California integrated Waste Management Board
Office of Local Assistance, MS 8

8800 Cal Center Drive

Sacramento CA 95826

General Instructions:

For a Time Extension complete Sections |, Ii, lll-A, IV-A, and V.

For an Alternative Diversion Requirement complete Sections |, I, III-B, IV-B and V.

Section |; Jurisdiction Information and Certification
Ali raspondants must complete this saction.

I certify under penalty of perjury that the information in this decument is true and correct to the best of my knowledge,
and that | am autherized 10 make this certification on behalf of;

Jurisdietion Name County

Cily of Glendera ™\ Laog Angeles

Authorized Signature Title
) ,.Jr"! _,? »
/@' City Manager

/
Typa/Print Narfs of Pérson 5597 Date Phane
Eric G. Zegler - Lﬁ‘; O?J@/

{628} 914.8201
Person Compieting This Form (please print or type) T Title
Dianne Walter Assistant Planner and Recyeling Coordinator
Fhone Eumail Address Fax
{836)014.821% siwakererci.glendorngaus (625)914-9051
Mailing Address City . State

118 East Foothill Boulavargd Glendora CA
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Section lI—Cover Sheet

This cover sheet is to be completed for each Time Extension (TE) or Alternative Diversion
Requirement (ADR) requested. -

1. Eligibility
Has your jurisdiction filed its Source Reduction and Recycling Elernent, Household Hazardous Waste
Element, and Nondisposal Facility Element with the Board (must have been filed by July 1, 1988 if you are
requesting an ADR)?

O No. If no, stop; not eligible for a TE or ADR.

<) Yes. If yes, then eligible for a TE or ADR.

2. Specific Request and Length of Request
Please specify the request desired.
(X Time Extension Request

Specific years requested _2002-2003

Is this a second request? No ] Yes Specific years requested.
{Note: Requests for an additional extension will need to address wihy theé jurisdiction’s efforis to
meat the 50% geal by the end of the first extension were not successful.)

] Atternative Diversion Requirement Request {Not allowed for Regionai Agencies),
Specific ADR requested _ %, for the years_

Is this a second ADR request? [ No [ Yes Specitic ADR requested _
years _ e
(Note: Requests for an additional ADR wili need to address why the jurisdiction’s efforts to meet
50% by the end of the first ADR period were not successful.)

%, tar the

Note: Extensions may be requested anytime by a jurisdiction, but will anly be eflective in the years from
January 1, 2000 1o January 1, 20608. An original request for a TE/ADR may be granted for any period up to
three years and subseguent requests for TE/ADR may extend the original raquest or be based on new
circumstances but the total number of years for all requests cannot total more than five years or extend
beyond January 1, 2008,
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Section INIA—TIME EXTENSION .
Within this section, discuss your jurisdiction’s progress in implementing diversion programs that
were planned to achieve 50%. Provide any additional Information that demonstrates “good faith
effort.” The CIWMB shall determine your jurisdiction’s progress in demonstrating “good faith
effort” towards complying with AB 939, Note: The answers to each question should be
comprehensive and provide spacific details regarding the jurisdiction's situation.

Altach additional sheets if nacessary—plpase reference sach response to the appropriate cell number (e,g., HIA«1).

j

1. Why does your jurisdiction need more time to meet the 50% goal? Describe why SRRE selocted
programs did not achieve 50% diversion. ldentify barriers to meeting the 50% goal and briefly indicate
how they will be overcome.




k1

Board Meeting Agenda Jtem
June 18-19. 2002 Attachment 1

The City has implemented all selected SRAE programs, A number of key programs were designed to divert
significant amounts of material included residential curbside collection of recyclable materials and green waste,
muilti-family drop-oft ocations, and support and training for local businesses to encourage al-source separation.
Although the selected programs ensured achievemnent of the 25% diversion goal, they have not been able to
meet the 50% requirement and it became apparent that the City would need to review and implement one ar
more of the alternative programs identified in the SRRE 10 meet the §0% goal. The main barrier 1o rneeting the
50% goal appears to be the voluntary nature of the key selected Programs. This issue became an important
factor in new program selection criteria.

The City hired a consultant in 1997 {in partnership with two neighboring cities, Azusa and Covina) to research the
feasibility of alternative strategies included in the SRRE. The resulting program suggestions developed by the
consultant as well as other programs presented by the City's exclusive franchised hauler, Athens Services, |
were presentad to the communily at numerous cemmunity workehops and to the City Cauncil, The final
program selected by the Council was o send all the community's waste including resideniial, rulti-family and
commercial waste {with the exception of residentia greenwaste) to a material recovery fasifity {MRF) for
separation and processing of recyclable material to meet the 50% goal. The development of this program and
completion of the contract for MRF processing 100% of the City's waste togk approximalely 1 year longer than
anticipated. The City faced a number of barriers in this process, not the least being the fact that the City had an i
exciugive 5 year evergreen contract with the present hauler which hampered efforis to come 1o a fair rate
structure.  The hauler refused to allow the City to review their records to determine il baseiine costs weére being
accurately charged. This left the City in a difficult position and various surveys of surrounding cities had to be
conducted and evaluated to determine a fair rate,

The contract was signed on November 28, 2000 and was implemented January 1, 2001, These delays will make
itimpossible tor the City to meet the 50% diversion goal by 2000. The MRF began processing the entire City
generated waste stream handled by the exclusive franchised hayler on January 1, 2001, The City is now |
reviewing the results of the first two quarters of MRF processing. Reporis provided indicate a diversian rate of |
approximately 40%, which is below the anticipaled level neadad to achieve compliance, The City is planning a
series of meetings with the MRF operalor focused on the goal of increasing the diversion rate. A new waste
characterization study may be required as part of the process.

In addition to the delay in implementing the MRF contract and fine-tuning the MAF operaton. the Waste Board's
recent decision at their July 25-26, 2001 meeting, as noted in Section HIA, 2, to relroactively include all
materials placed in the unclassified tandfill gravel pits of Cal MAT Reliance Pit #2 and Nu Way as disposal has
further reduced the Cily's diversion rate. The new policy reduced the City's 2000 divarsion percentage from
34% o 22%, a 12% reduction. Based upen this new Waste Board decision, the City must begin lo invastigate
ways o restrict material from flowing into these gravel pit reclamation projects. Time will be needed to explore
options such as a C&D recycling ordinance for City Councii review. If the City decided to require recycling of al!
C&D material, 2 number of jssues would need to be resolved on how to monitor and controf compliance wilth
the regulation, including additienal staff and possible fines for non-compliance.

Implementing these two programs to the point where they are meeting the annual diversion rate of 50% is expected
to take approximately 2 years.

2. Why does your jurisdiction need the amount of ime requested? Describe any relevant circumstances in
the jurisdiction that contribute to the need for a Time Extension. :
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The City has requested a two year extension of the deadline for achieving 50% diversion due o several
circumstances. Due to the delays in implementation of the MRF contract, the City did not begin processing
materials through the MRF until January 1, 2001. The first two quarter reports for 2001 from the MRF cperalor
indicate that the MRF is only diverting approximately 40% of the City's waste. Additional time will be needed ta
work with the MRBF operator 10 increase the diversion rate to a level which will resiit in a 50% annual reduction
in disposal. A new City-wide waste characterization study may need to be conducted and avaulated as part of
this process. Due to the fact thal there are unknown variables which may need 1o be addressed as part of this
process, the City expects to take the remaining months of 2001 to adjust the MRF process. It will therefore be
impossible for the Gity to achieve compliance in the reporing year of 2001, which triggers the need to request
an extension to the reporting vear of 2002.

In addition, the City has recently learned that the Waste Board, at theirjuly 25-26. 2001 meeting, voted to require
all material placed in Cal Mat Refiance Pit #2 and Nu Way grave! pit remediation programs 1o be classified as
disposal. This chanrge has recduced the City's 2000 divérsion rate from 34% lo 22%. The City will nged to

! utilize the remaining months of 2001 to address this majar construction and demolition waste isgue. One

passible option may he consideration of an ordinance requiring all recyclable material generated by

‘ construction and demnlition projects in the Cily. However, the complexity of issues which would need to be

i reviewed. includling staff time for monitoring, and education, and possible fines will take at least 8 months to

——_gomplete, -

' 3. Describe your jurisgiction's Good Faith

—— -

Efforts to implement the progr-ams in its SARE.

' The City has implemented all selecied SRAE programs. When it became apparent that the selected programs

: would not achieve tha 50%, aoal, staff bagan a process to select afternalives. The City joined neighboring cities of

: Azusa and Covina in 19397 1o hire the consultant firm of Eco-Nomics 1o prepare a feasibility study for alternative
programs. The study was complated in 1998. 'n response lo the study, the Cily's exclusive franchised waste
hauler prepared their own st of alternative programs. The City Council selectad the Athens MRF proposal to
process 100% of the City's waria in ordar to achieve \he 50% mandate. This would eliminate the "voluntary”
recycling component which was the major stumbling block in the selected SRRE programs, After the MRF program
was selacted, negotiations wera initiated for the new contract with Athens. This process toak much longer than
expecled, tnggering the need lo request an extension.

4. Provide any additional reicvant information that supports the request.

Self haul continues to have a significant impact on the City's ability to meet the 50% diversion rate. In the year
2000, self haul accounted for 16% of the City's disposal tonnage. Impiementing an ordinance requiring C&0
recycling is only one toal to encaurage self haul recycling.  Another polential program that has been discussed in
the past is the creation of & JPA with neighboring cities to develop a local composting facility which would include
woodwaste and groenwasio cirap aff, The City will continue to work with neighboring cities 1o explore creative
solutions 10 the self haul issue.

S o
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Section illB—ALTERNATIVE DIVERSION REQUIREMENT

Within this section, discuss your jurisdiction’s progress in implementing diversion programs that
were planned fo achieve 50%. Provide any additional information that demonstrates “good faith
effort.” The CIWMB shali datermine your jurisdiction’s efforts in demonstrating “good faith
effort” towards complying with AB 939. Note: The answers to each guestion should be
comprehensive and provide specific details regarding the jurisdiction’s siluation.

Altach additional sheeis if necessary-~please reference each response to the approprigie cell number (e.g., (118-1.),

1. Why does your jurisdiction need and Alternative Diversion Requirement? Describe why SRRE selected

programs did not achieve 50% diversion. Identity barriers to meeting the 50% goal and briefly indieate how
they will be overcome.

nfa

2. Why is your jurisdiction requesting an Aiternative Diversion Requirement in 1oy of o Time Extension?

nfa

3. Describe your jurisdiction's Gaod Faith Efforts to implement the programs in its SRRE.

n/a

4. Describe any relevant circumstances in the jurisdiction that contribute to the need for an ADR. Provide
any relevant information that supports the request,

n/a
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Section IV A—PLAN OF CORRECTION o
A Plan of Correction is required by PRC Section 41820(a){6)(B). The plan is fundamentally a
description of the actions the jurisdiction will take to meet the 50% goal by the expiration of the Time
Extension.
Attach additional shegts il nocossary.
Residential % 47.6% Non-residential % i 52.4%
I
PROGRAM TYPE = | NEW or | DESCRIFTION OF PROGRAM | FUNQING | DATEFULLY | gsTiMATED
) | EXPAND | SQURCE | COMPLETED PERCENT '
Pleésee use the Boord's ! ! | DIVERSION
Program Types. The | I RS i
Pregram Glossary is : " !
online at: i i
! www.giwmb.ca.gos’ : i !
I LGCentral PARIS Cauns : !
i Reduce_him . )
i e . . e e e }
: Al rngidantial, multi-lamily and commercial waste, with
. - 'ha sxcenlion of residential greenwaste, has been ' rale 6/03 168% i
! 7000-FR-MRF *HEY Copruessadd al 3 MAF beginning on 1/01/03 10 divert { payars i
‘ | fegyciable inaterials away Irom fandfills. The program  « ang City
!  replaces the existing residential cuebside pragram, Pricr ? hudget
\ 1 '0 this firne, there was né commercial diversion with tha
[ ' i excoption of voluntary commerclal recycling. The MRE
i procese must be fine-tunad 10 increase diveraion io
. *ment ihe 50% annal goal. This fine-tuning process is
f  axpected to be complete by 1/01/03.
' i Tne City has hired a consultant to ssist in further { ,
' . “antract negotiations with thé exciusive franchise havler !
} ‘MRF gperatar to ensure that the estimated goal 1s ,
, i achicved.
! i | The City will prapare an ordinance modeled after the | Gity 6103 12%
! : i Los Angeles County proposed C&0 ordinance. Inorder
8020-PI-QRD 1 Ewpand i jo ensure compliance with the propesed erdinanca,
y manitaring and reporing raquirements would be
Pomnehwiad as part of the pian chagk and construction
; i rrocess,. Fines may be inchuded for non-complianca.
i H ' 1l
i | The City will also be working vath construction :
sempanies thal heavquaner or oparate in the City to
unpigve the proper reporting of jurisdiclion ongin. i
)
i
e e e .
. 1
1
. et e e R P H
! i !
| .
H S—— 3
Total Estimated Diversicn Pereent From New and/ar Expanded Prograrns i
i 28%
=
I Current Diversion Rate Percent From Latest Annual Repart 22%
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Total Ptanned Diversion Fercent Estimated 50%
PROGRAMS SUPPORTING DIVERSION ACTIVITIES
PROGRAM TYPE NEW or DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM DATE FULLY
EXPANDED ; COMPLETED
5§020-ED-QUT EXPANDED

If the Gity adopts & CAD racysling crdinance, acucationat | 6103
brechures and information will be prepared and providad

as partof
the building permit precess. ‘ '
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Section IV B—GOAL ACHIEVEMENT .
Goal Achievement describes the activities the jurisdiction will use lo achieve the ADR,
Attach agditional sheets if necessary..
Residential % T i Non-residential %
i i
| PROGRAM TYRE NEW or | DESCRIFTION OF PROGRAM FUNDING DATE FULLY | pgTIMATED
EXPAND SOURCE COMPLETEDR PERCENT
Fiease use the ; DIVERSION
: Board's Program |
i Types. The Program :
| Glossary is online at: i
j www.ClwmD.ea.goviL G
i Canlral/PARIS/Codles i
! Reduce.nim
1 P S !
! :
i 4
h T == A e s ¢ s v £ s o J—— o —
i
]
| : =
IV : — :
. : i
: |
e o . . ke et —_ _ :
: | |
;t————--—--— D e : :
: ' l f
: i | |
- e - : A :‘
£ ‘ : l ;
U S SR I I
Total Estimated Diversion Percent From New andicr Expanded Programs
'“ T R Current (iiversion Rate Percont From Lalost Ahnual Roport F
I i
: . e v abiem |
Total Planned Diversion Percent Estimated |
— . ) |
;_" e ——— ——
PROGRAMS SUPPORTING DIVERSION ACTIVITIES
PROGRAM TYPE .  NEWor 1 DESCRIPYION OF PROGRAM DATE FULLY
i . EXPAND COMPLETED
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Section V- PARIS

printout showing updates or revisions.

Contact your Office of Local Assistance Represemiative at (91

Office of Local Assistance siaff will be reviawing your Jurisdiction’s Planning Annual Report
Information System (PARIS) database printout as part of the evaluation of your request. Should
the Jurisdiction have updates or revisions to the program implementation fram the fatest Annual
Report submitted to the Board, please attach to the application the Jurisdiction’s PARIS database

the Board's website at www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/PARIS/,

6} 255-2555 for a copy of PARIS, or go to

TOTAL P.16



